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From: Rob Davis
To: Smith, Judy; Skadowski, Suzanne
Subject: FW: Bullseye Glass
Date: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 11:18:21 AM
Attachments: Screen Shot 2016-03-01 at 11.13.14 AM.png
Importance: High


Hi Judy, Suzanne:


I’m writing on deadline today about this. Does EPA believe that Bullseye Glass should’ve been operating 
under a Title V permit? The company reports producing far more than 50 tons of glass per year. (Please see 
attached screenshot of DEQ’s ACDP showing the company “melts” 2000+ tons of glass a year.)


One potential hiccup here, raised in subsequent emails in the chain, is that the company says it does not 
operate a continuous furnace.


If the company was operating under a Title V permit, can you tell me what additional level of scrutiny or 
regulation would’ve been given to its air emissions? 


I’m making the same inquiry of DEQ as well but would like to hear from EPA given that you all raised the 
issue in the email correspondence below, which I obtained through a public records request.


Thanks in advance for a swift response. I’m at my desk if it’s easier, 503.294.7657.


Cheers,
Rob


ROB DAVIS
Reporter
The Oregonian
503.294.7657
@robwdavis


From: "Narvaez, Madonna" <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Date: Thursday, February 4, 2016 at 9:48 AM
To: "monro.david@deq.state.or.us" <monro.david@deq.state.or.us>
Cc: "armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us" <armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us>
Subject: Bullseye Glass


Good morning, Dave. Can you tell me who the permit writer/inspector is for Bullseye Glass? I am 
trying to find out how many tons per year of glass they produce. If it is at least 50, they should have 
a Title V permit, and I can only find an ACDP for them, thanks!
 
 
=================================
Madonna Narvaez
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2014 Annual Report
_for Air Contaminant Discharge Permit Number 26-3135

Company: Bullseye Glass Company
3722 SE 21% Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97202

Report Period: 01/01/2014 - 12/31/2014

Operating parameters:
® Tons of glass melted = 2,372
® Pounds of arsenic trioxide used = 1,800 (see attachment A)








Regional Air Toxics Coordinator
USEPA, Region 10
1200 Sixth Avenue, Ste 900
MC: AWT-150
phone: 206-553-2117
fax:  206-553-0110
narvaez.madonna@epa.gov
Follow @EPAnorthwest on Twitter!https://twitter.com/EPAnorthwest
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From: Rob Davis
To: Smith, Judy
Subject: Re: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 issue of The Oregonian
Date: Friday, February 26, 2016 10:09:45 AM


Hi Judy,


We included the letter in the documents linked in the story: 
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/2723120-AQ-Permit-26-3135-Bullseye-Glass-Co-
Multnomah.html#document/p160/a280079


It’s page 120 of 353.


Cheers,
Rob


From: "Smith, Judy" <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Date: Friday, February 26, 2016 at 10:05 AM
To: Rob Davis <RDavis@oregonian.com>
Subject: FW: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 
issue of The Oregonian


Good morning Rob – The article in this morning’s Oregonian has a sentence stating: “An EPA official 
responded in a letter a year later that no, the company was not exempt from monitoring and 
reporting requirements.”  Can you let me know who the official was and when the letter was dated? 
 Thanks, Judy
 


From: sender@olivesoftware.com [mailto:sender@olivesoftware.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 26, 2016 9:39 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Cc: Poland, Melody <Poland.Melody@epa.gov>
Subject: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 issue of The 
Oregonian
 
Please see Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 
issue of The Oregonian
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From: Rob Davis
To: Smith, Judy
Subject: Re: MEDIA INQUIRY (deadline Thursday!): The Oregonian re Portland air tox metals and ODEQ Title V air 


permits
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:11:34 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Fantastic — I appreciate the follow up Judy.


From: "Smith, Judy" <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 at 11:10 AM
To: Rob Davis <RDavis@oregonian.com>
Subject: FW: MEDIA INQUIRY (deadline Thursday!): The Oregonian re Portland air tox metals 
and ODEQ Title V air permits


Hi Rob – I wanted to let you know that I’m working on getting the response to your inquiry and will 
have something to you shortly.  Judy
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 


From: Rob Davis [mailto:RDavis@oregonian.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 3:33 PM
To: Skadowski, Suzanne <Skadowski.Suzanne@epa.gov>
Subject: from the oregonian: title V
 
Suzanne,
 
Thanks for the time just now. As I mentioned, I’m looking at Oregon DEQ’s administration of the Title V 
permit program. From an initial review of mine, it appears that 46% of Oregon’s Title V permits are expired. 
Some appear to have been expired since 2000; the bulk lapsed between 2011-2015.
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Given EPA’s delegation of this authority to Oregon, I want to know:


Is EPA concerned with Oregon’s funding, monitoring, permitting and review of major air pollution 
sources?
Is it normal for a state to be so far behind in its permit reviews? 
Has EPA audited Oregon’s Clean Air Act administration since these reports circa 2007 and FY10? 
(Linked here: http://www.epa.gov/compliance/oregon-state-review-framework). If so, can you 
provide them?


Thanks for a prompt followup. My deadline is this time tomorrow (2/11).
 
All best,
Rob
 
 
ROB DAVIS
Reporter
The Oregonian
503.294.7657
@robwdavis
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From: Rob Davis
To: Smith, Judy
Cc: Skadowski, Suzanne
Subject: Re: Portland Metals Emissions - EPA
Date: Friday, February 12, 2016 3:18:42 PM


Thanks very much.


From: "Smith, Judy" <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Date: Friday, February 12, 2016 at 3:17 PM
To: Rob Davis <RDavis@oregonian.com>
Cc: "Skadowski, Suzanne" <Skadowski.Suzanne@epa.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Portland Metals Emissions - EPA 


Hi Rob - We won't have anything specific about the letter by your deadline. Hopefully this recent prepared 
statement can partially answer your questions about EPAs role.  


Sorry about the funky formatting from my phone.


Judy


Sent from my iPhone


February 12, 2016
 


The Oregon Department of Environmental Quality found a significant 
“hot spot” of cadmium and arsenic during air sampling in Portland, 
Oregon near SE 22nd Ave. and Powell Blvd.  DEQ is collecting 
additional air and soil samples in the affected area, and is working 
collaboratively with county, state and federal health agencies 
(Oregon Health Authority, Multnomah County Health Department, 
and the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry) to assess 
and mitigate impacts to public health. EPA is keeping fully informed 
about this developing situation and is ready to support and assist 
ODEQ as needed.  EPA and ATSDR are evaluating these findings in 
relation to EPA health standards.
 
Additional information, including a link to air sampling data and a 
map of the affected area, can be found at:  
http://www.deq.state.or.us/nwr/metalsemissions.htm. DEQ's initial 
findings are that the monthly average is 49 times greater than the 



mailto:RDavis@oregonian.com

mailto:Smith.Judy@epa.gov

mailto:Skadowski.Suzanne@epa.gov

mailto:Smith.Judy@epa.gov

mailto:RDavis@oregonian.com

mailto:Skadowski.Suzanne@epa.gov

http://www.deq.state.or.us/nwr/metalsemissions.htm





state air toxics benchmark for cadmium and 159 times the state air 
toxics benchmark for arsenic.
 
Questions and Answers


 
How is EPA involved and what is our role?
 
EPA Region 10 was briefed by DEQ one-week prior to their February 
3, 2016 press release.  DEQ is the lead agency for implementing the 
Clean Air Act in Oregon and we are supporting their efforts. 
 
EPA Region 10 jointly inspected Bullseye Glass and Uroboros Glass 
facilities with DEQ on February 10, to better understand the 
processes being used and the pollution controls currently in place.  
This information will help us determine if further action is 
appropriate under EPA authority.
 
We are reviewing records to identify other potential sources in the 
affected area.  Federal regional screening levels (RSL) are being 
compared with the DEQ state health benchmarks in relation to the 
amount of contamination found in the study to better understand 
the health impact.  EPA continues to support the DEQ, OHA, MCHD 
and ATSDR efforts to assess, monitor and communicate information 
as it becomes available. 


 
Are we determining or confirming the air pollution and/or the source?
 
ODEQ is keeping EPA informed of their actions to monitor the 
situation and exposure levels.  DEQ conducted air monitoring at 
nearby schools and day care centers. DEQ is conducting additional air
 and soil sampling is getting underway.   EPA is providing DEQ with 
additional high volume air sampling equipment and filters to support 
this effort.
 


 
What federal air regulations apply to glass manufacturing facilities?
 
EPA has three national standards that potentially apply to glass 
manufacturing plants. Whether a standard applies can depend on a 
number of factors, such as startup date, type of furnace, and the 
amount of glass produced.







A National Emissions Standards for Inorganic Arsenic Emissions 
from Glass Manufacturing Plants (issued in 1986), which set 
emissions limits of 2.7 tons per year for arsenic, or 85 percent 
control for existing glass-melting furnaces; for new or modified 
glass melting furnaces, the limit is 0.44 tons or 85 percent 
control.


Standards of Performance for Glass Manufacturing Plants 
(issued in 1980), which set performance standards to limit 
emissions particulate matter (PM). Limiting particulate matter 
also limits emissions of lead and other toxic metals.


 A 2007 National Emissions Standard Hazardous Air Pollutants 
for Glass Manufacturing Area Sources, which sets emissions 
limits for plants that emit less than 10 tons a year of a single 
air toxic, or less than 25 tons a year of a combination of 
toxics. Manufacturers subject to the 2007 standards must 
meet either a PM limit of 0.2 pounds of PM per ton of glass 
produced, or a limit of 0.02 pounds of metal air toxics per ton 
of glass produced.


 
What type of pollution controls should glass manufacturers use?
 
Because glass melts at a very high temperature, a glass facility would 
need to use multiple steps to control their metal emissions – 
including changing the pollutants from a vapor to a particle using 
cooling or specialized sorbents and then removing the particles using 
a control device such as an electrostatic precipitator or a baghouse.
 
Design of controls for these facilities is customized and complex and 
may include multiple types of control equipment based on the types 
of glass the facility is making and the pollutants the processes emit.
 
 
Do we know any more about the USFS role or study mentioned in the 
news media?
 
The study was a collaborative effort between US Forest Service and 
DEQ to better understand the sources and distribution of toxic 
metals, including arsenic and cadmium, air pollution in Portland.  EPA
 has requested a copy of the study as soon as it is published.
 





